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Jerome H. Mooney 
Stephen R. Smith, Jr, 
J. Garry McAllister 
Mooney & Smith 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
2 3 6 South 3 0 0 East, Salt Lake City, Utah 8 4 1 1 1 
8 0 1 3 6 4 - 5 6 3 5 
Stephen R. Cook 
R. Kyle Treadway 
February 17, 1987 
State of Utah 
Court of Appeals 
230 South 500 East, St. 400 
Salt Lake City, UT 84102 
Attn: Timothy M. Shea, Clerk of the Court 
\%n V , !a 
4V F E E ] . 1987 
•V*M mT n 1 1 APPEALS 
Re: Burrow v. Vrontikis, 
Court of Appeals No. 860071-CA 
Dear Mr. Shea: 
The only issued involved in the instant appeal is 
whether or not the holding in Zito v. Butler, 584 P.2d 868 (Utah 
1978) , should stand as a principal of good law preventing the 
application of the doctrine of laches in paternity actions as 
relied upon by the trial court in its first conclusion of law. 
attention 
Borland v 
In accordance with Rule 24(j), 
to the recent of the Utah Supreme Court, 
P.2d_,51 Utah Adv. Rep. 14 (Feb. 4, 1987): 
There fo re , we conclude t h a t to the e x t e n t 
tha t Zito stands for the proposi t ion tha t an 
UTAH COURT OF I ^ A f e f c defense i s not ava i l ab l e , i t i s an 
PMr£ l n c o r r e c t statement of law and i s overruled. 
i s d i rected 
Chandler, 
AH 
•u 
Id . a t 16. 
)CKET NO. fffeaP"^ 
J H M : b t 
Very truly'yyburs, 
MOONEY &_^Smf 
Jerome H. Mooney 
